Let D be a Frechet-domain from Op*-algebra, abbreviated F-domain. The present paper is concerned with the study of positive ^representations of 
This topology is called the graph topology t. Throughout this paper, we assume that D is a Frechet space. In this case we say that D is an F-domain. These assumptions imply that there exists a sequence (A k ) in L + (D) such that the following conditions are satisfied, see [5] :
1. 
Theorem 2.3. ([3]). For an F-domain D, the following assertions are equivalent

D has the (DP).
L + (D) has the normal topology, i.e. i b = i n .
Commutatively dominated F-domains are of the form
where T is a self-adjoint operator on a Hilbert space H and (h k ) is a sequence of real measurable functions on the spectrum a(T) of T such that 
. ([3]). Let D be a commutatively dominated F-domain. Then we have the assertion: D has the (DP) if and only if (h^ fulfill the condition (*).
The domain S(R n ) of tempered test functions has the (DP). One can find an example which does not fulfill the condition (*) (and has not the (DP)) in [1 1]. We will give a new example which does not fulfill the condition (*). Let us now prove some preliminary lemmas. 
Choose now n 0 eN such that (see (2) and (3))
Using the equation (4) and the inequality (5) we obtain
We add the inequality (6) and get
Now let us construct a contradiction. Using (1) we get
On the other hand, by (1) We can now prove the main result in this section. The following theorem generalizes the result due to K. Schmiidgen to the case of an arbitrary F-domains, see [12] . 
\l/eM
Since the set
is absolutely convex and
. This proves the continuity of co. is not a weak 0-sequence in general case. We shall show converse, too. S. Heinrich proved an analogous result for bounded ultrapowers of locally convex spaces, see [2] . We start with the definition due to S. Heinrich.
Let II be a free ultrafilter on W and let D be an F-domain. We denote the elements of the set-theoretical ultrapower of D with [<PJ] U and we consider the following linear spaces: (3) => (1). The proof is shown in similar to the proof of (3) => (1) 
